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press has already demanded that the minority of the
Federal Assembly, if it attains a certain figure, should
be allowed to submit a counter-proposal to the people,
to be voted on at the same time as the bill passed by
the majority. If this innovation were adopted, the
electors would have a little more freedom of choice.
However reasonable the suggestion may appear, it
has been put aside for the present, because it would
make the voting complicated, and would only confuse
the electors.

Another intrinsic defect of the referendum is that
whenever a law is rejected it leaves the federal
authorities in ignorance of the real feelings and
wishes of the people. That they do not want the
law is a fact to which the figures curtly testify. But
what is it that has caused these thousands of legis-
lators, intelligent and interested men for the most
part, to form an opinion which has proved fatal to
the work of the Federal Assembly ? What are the
premises from which the people reach those conclu-
sions which they demonstrate so forcibly ? In what
direction shall the legislators next proceed, since they
have already made a false start ? To all these ques-
tions no answer is given. When a law is rejected the
result of the referendum is purely negative.

M. Dtirrenmatt once proposed that the electors
should state the reasons which actuated them, when
giving their vote. " The more intelligent, at any rate,"
he said, " would be able to do this, and it would prove
r a valuable guide to Parliament as to the state of public
opinion when a legislative vote has taken place."

M. Diirrenmatt has even gone so far as to print
some voting papers in the Berner Volkszeitung which